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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 


I THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 

DAVID LESTER BAKER, aka DAVID LESTON 
BAKER, aka DAVID BAKER, aka DAVID L. 
BAKER, an individual; and DOES 1 through 50, 

! inclusive, 

Defendants. 


214 


Case No.: 


COMPLAINT FOR ABATEMENT 
INJUNCTION, AND CIVIL 
PENALTIES 

[HEALTH & SAFETY CODE 
SECTION 11570, ET SEQ.; CIVIL 
CODE SECTION 3479, ET SEQ.) 

[Unlimited Action] 


PLAINTIFF, THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, alleges as follows: 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This action is brought and prosecuted by Plaintiff, the People of the State of 
California (“the People”), for the purpose of abating, preventing, and enjoining a public 
nuisance pursuant to California Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. (“Narcotics 
Abatement Act”) and California Civil Code section 3479, et seq. (“Public Nuisance Law”), 
which exists at 5655 - 5655 34 and 5657- 5657 34 Lexington Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90038 
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1 (“Property”). The Property is owned by Defendant DAVID LESTER BAKER (“Defendant 

I 2 BAKER ), and is a location where people come to buy and use narcotics and where crimes, 
many of which are narcotics-related, are committed by tenants, guests, and/or visitors at the 
Property and in the surrounding community. 

2. The Property is within 1000 feet of Joseph Le Conte Junior High School, Helen 
Bernstein High School, The Foundation for an Early Childhood Education (an early childhood 
education center), Santa Monica Community Charter Elementary School, Lexington Avenue 
Pocket Park and Seily Rodriguez Park (containing a small recreational area for children). It is 
surrounded by residential properties including apartment buildings and single family 
residences. In the midst of all these sensitive sites, the Property has become and continues to 
be the epicenter of criminal activity in its neighborhood with approximately 75 arrests (43 of 
which are narcotics-related) directly related to the Property from 2003 to the present. Most of 
the narcotics activity involves crystal methamphetamine (“methamphetamine”), a highly 
destructive and addictive drug. The general reputation of the Property with law enforcement 
and the surrounding community is as a location where methamphetamine and other controlled 
substances can be used, sold, stored, or found on an ongoing basis. It also has a reputation 
as a place where prostitutes, transients, probationers, and parolees can come and go without 
my restrictions or impediments from Defendant BAKER. While Defendant BAKER claims to 
lot approve of the presence of narcotics activity at the Property, he has enabled and allowed 
| persons with extensive criminal histories to remain on the Property even after they have been 
arrested at the Property for crimes committed on site. He has enabled the presence of 
criminal offenders on the Property to such an extent that many arrestees, including but not 

limited to probation and parole violators, found and arrested at the Property have referred to it 
as their residence. 

3. Moreover, law enforcement characterizes the Property as a neglected 1 and 
problematic location that disproportionately taxes and drains police resources, as well as 


Pmn^ al th CaS \ N °'t 4 f A i 71 »! 6 ’ W3S fi , 1Cd by thC Pe ° ple ° f the State of Califomia to address building and safety issues on the 
Property, the subject of which is not related to this action. y s on ne 
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' negatively impacts the quality of life in the surrounding community as a continuous source of 
2 criminal activity. 

4 L •• 4 , Pe ° Ple S ° bjeCti ' ,e ,hiS acti0n iS t0 end ,he cycle of nuisance and narcotics 

5 aTOUnd * he PTOperty by dai "9 ™* a "« 'aws, as they were intended, to restore 
law and order the Property and to the community around it 

6 

H. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
A. The Parties 

8 a. Plaintiff 

9 5. Plaintiff, the People, is the sovereign power of the State of California designated 
mHealth end Safety Code section 1,571 and Code of Civil Procedure 731 to he the 

complain,ng party in law enforcement achons brought to abate, enjoin, and penalize public 

12 nuisances. H 

13 

b. Defendants 

" Defendan ' BAKER ’ 15 3 Sin9 ' e man h0,din 9 « te Property. Defendant 

, a Rhasownad ‘ haPrope rty3 0 leiy since at least 1993. He resides at 5655 Lexington 

, n 7 U ; and h3S d ° ne S ° a ‘ a " " mes relevanl t0 this At all times mentioned herein, 

e en ant BAKER has acted in the capacity of owner and/or lessor of the Property 

! , Defendant BAKER Whe,h6r ^ C ° mmiSShn ° r ° miSSi ° n ' haS direct,y or '•"*<*% Permitted 
( transients, narcotics users and dealers to rent and/or live a, the Prooertv and/or be „ 

, Property and use it for illegal and unlawful purposes, including narcotics saies 

efendant BAKER, by allowing the Property to be used in the foregoing manner has created 

an or contributed to a crime laden and unsafe atmosphere at the Property and throughout 

entire neighborhood, and is directly and/or indirectly responsible for conducting and 

maintaining the nuisance as alleged herein, thereby violating the Narcotics Abatement Ac. 
and Public Nuisance Law. 

7. Plaintiff is ignorant as to the true names and capacities of Defendants DOES 1 
rough 50, inclusive, and as such sues these Defendants by such fictitious names pursuant 
o section 474 of the California Code of Civil Procedure. Plaintiff alleges on information and 
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belief that each such Defendant is responsible in some manner for conducting, maintaining, or 
directly or indirectly permitting the nuisance complained of herein. When the true names and 
capacities of said Defendants have been ascertained, Plaintiff will ask leave of the Court to 
amend this complaint and to insert in lieu of such fictitious names the true names and 
capacities of any fictitiously named Defendants. 

8. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times herein 
mentioned, Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, had or should have had knowledge 
of the nuisance and unlawful acts herein complained of, have wholly failed to abate the same, 
and have directly, or indirectly maintained or permitted the nuisance described herein. At all 
relevant times mentioned herein, Defendant BAKER and all Defendants sued as DOE 
Defendants were and are agents, lessors, lessees, servants, employees, partners and/or joint 
venturers of each other, and at all times were acting within the course and scope of said 
relationship and with the consent of each of their co-Defendants. 

B. The Property 

9. The Property is composed of two (2) single family residences and their 
respective residential units and backyard structures (separate from the residential units) 
located on the 5500 block of Lexington Avenue in the Hollywood area of the City of Los 
Angeles. The homes, listed from West to East (left to right when standing in front of the 
Property), are commonly known as 5657 Lexington Avenue and 5655 Lexington Avenue. 
(Photograph Exhibit A). Their respective backyard residential units are commonly known as 
5657 % Lexington Avenue and 5655 % Lexington Avenue. * Residents, occupants, transients, 
and guests are free to walk back and forth between the two single family residences and their 
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respective residential units/sheds as both properties are open and accessible to one another 

and treated, essentially, as one property. A description of each structure on each lot of the 
Property is as follows: 

(a.) 5657 Lexington Avenue - Single Family Residence : The single family 

residence located at 5657 Lexington Avenue consists of a white one story house ("5657 
Residence”) surrounded by a front yard and a back yard. (Photograph Exhibit B). The exterior 
of the 5657 Residence is dilapidated with peeling paint and exposed wood. A fence is attached 
to the eastern side of the 5657 Residence and extends across the driveway and around 5655 
Lexington Avenue. (Photograph Exhibit C). Jimmie Hicks previously resided at the 5657 
Residence. The conditions of the interior of 5657 Residence have been known to include 
hoarding conditions. Directly behind the 5657 Residence is a shelter made of four poles and a 

tin corrugated roof with several trash bins and cat trees located underneath. (Photograph 
Exhibit D). 

(b.) 5657 % Lexington Avenue -Garage/Residential Unit. At the end of the 

driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue, a two story structure stands consisting of a two-car 
garage at the bottom and a residential unit above accessible through a staircase attached to 
the side of the garage. (Photograph Exhibit E). Transients have resided underneath the 
staircase at different times. Kyle Crawford and his girifriend, Rebecca Reynolds, both 
previously arrested at the Property for narcotics offenses, have lived in the residential unit on 
top of the garage in the past. Currently, Jimmie Hicks resides in the residential unit. This two 
story structure is commonly known as 5657 VS Lexington Avenue. 

(c.) 5655 Lexington Avenue - Single Family Residence: The single family 

residence located at 5655 Lexington Avenue is a yellow, one story structure (the 5655 
Residence) with a front porch, front yard and back yard. The front yard of the Property is 
enclosed with a chain link fence. (Photograph Exhibit F). This chain link fence connects with 
‘he fence that cuts across the driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue. (Photograph Exhibit C). 

Defendant BAKER occupies the 5655 Residence and it has a history of hoarding conditions, 
as well. 
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1 (d ) 5655 Lexington Avenue - Backyard Shed: Located in the eastern corner of 

5655 Lexington Avenue’s backyard is an enclosed stand-alone structure (“shed”) with a 
doorway facing the backyard of the 5655 Residence. The shed has another doorway facing the 
gci age and residential unit (described below). It is constructed in a makeshift manner with 
several different pieces of plywood covering the wall of the front entrance. (Photograph Exhibit 
G). Kyle Crawford is known to reside in the shed with Rebecca Reynolds. Lorenzo “Angie” 
Briones and Richard Flores have been known to reside or stay in the shed in the past. All of 
these current and previous tenants have extensive narcotics-related criminal histories and 
arrests at the Property. 

(e.) 5655 V 2 Lexington Avenue - Garage and Residential Unit: At the end of the 

driveway, a long structure extends to the northern property line. It is composed of the original 
garage with a residential unit added to the back end. The residential unit is to the rear of the 
garage and is an enclosed living space with a doorway facing the backyard. (Photograph 
exhibit H). The garage and residential unit are commonly known as 5655 V 2 Lexington Avenue, 
lodie Baber is known to live in the residential unit and has an extensive criminal history and 
irrests at the Property. 

III. NARCOTICS ABATEMENT ACT 

10. The abatement of a nuisance is a long established and well recognized exercise 
of the state’s police power. ( People v. Barbiere (1917) 33 Cal.App. 770, 775; People ex rel. 

20 I Hicks v. Sarong Gals (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 556, 563.) Since its enactment in 1972, the 
I principal purpose of the Narcotics Abatement Act is the abatement of buildings and places 
22 used for the purpose of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, or giving 
23 away any controlled substance, precursor, or analog specified in this division ....” (Health & 

24 Safety Code § 11570). 

25 11 • The Narcotics Abatement Act provides that every building or place used for the 

26 purpose of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing, or giving away any 
27 controlled substance, precursor, or analog inter alia, “is a nuisance which shall be enjoined, 

28 abated, and prevented ... whether it is a public or private nuisance.” (Health & Safety Code, 
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§ 11570 [emphasis added].) 

12. Health and Safety Code section 11571 authorizes a city attorney to bring an 
action to abate, prevent, and perpetually enjoin such nuisances. It provides in relevant part: 

[i]f there is reason to believe that a nuisance as described in section 11570 is kept, 

5 " maintained ’ ° r any county, the district attorney or county counsel of the county, or the 

6 11 city attorney of any incorporated city or of any city and county, in the name of the people, may 
... maintain an action to abate and prevent the nuisance and to perpetually enjoin the person 

* " conducting or maintaining it. and the owner, lessee, or agent of the building or place in or I 

9 11 upon which the nuisance exists from directly or indirectly maintaining or permitting the 
nuisance.” 

13. Health and Safety Code section 11573(a) provides that: “(ijf the existence of the 

II nuisance is shown in the action to the satisfaction of the court or judge, either by verified 
complaint or affidavit, the court or judge shall allow a temporary restraining order or injunction 
to abate and prevent the continuance or recurrence of the nuisance." (Emphasis added.) 

14. In addition, Health and Safety Code section 11581 provides, as an additional 
remedy, for the removal and sale of all fixtures and movable property on the premises used in 
aiding or abetting the nuisance and for the closure of the building for one year. 

IV. PUBLIC NUISANCE LAW 

15. California Civil Code section 3479 defines a public nuisance as "[ajnything which 
is injurious to health, including, but not limited to, the illegal sale of controlled substances, or 
is indecent or offensive to the senses, or an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to 
interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property ... is a nuisance." (See City of 

Bakersfield v. Miller ( 1966) 64 Cal.2d 93, 99 [The Legislature has defined in general terms 
the word nuisance’ in Civil Code section 3479 ”]) 

16. Civil Code section 3480, defines a public nuisance as. one which affects at 
the same time an entire community or neighborhood, or any considerable number of persons, 

although the extent of the annoyance or damage inflicted upon individuals may be unequal" 

III 
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17. Civil Code section 3491 provides for the methods by which a public nuisance 
such as the nuisance alleged herein may be abated. Civil Code section 3491 states, in 
pertinent part, that the remedies against a public nuisance are indictment or information, a 
civil action or abatement.” Abatement is “accomplished by a court of equity by means of an 

injunction proper and suitable to the facts of each case.” ( Sullivan v. Royer (1887) 72 Cal 
248, 249.) 

18. Code of Civil Procedure section 731 authorizes a city attorney to bring an action 
to enjoin or abate a public nuisance. It provides in relevant part “fa] civil action may be 
brought in the name of the People of the State of California to abate a public nuisance, as 

defined in section 3480, of the Civil Code, by the city attorney of any town or city in which 
such nuisance exists.” 

19. “[SJtrict liability for nuisance historically attends the possession and control of 
land." (Leslie Salt Co. v. San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
(1984) 153 Cal.App.3d 605. 618 n. 15 & 619). "It is immaterial whether the acts" of the 
persons sought to be held liable for a nuisance "be considered willful or negligent; the 
essential fact is that, whatever be the cause, the result is a nuisance." (Snow v. Marian 
Realty Company (1931) 212 Cal. 622, 625-26; see also Sturges v. Charles L. Harney. Inc. 
(1958) 165 Cal.App.2d 306, 318 fa nuisance and liability therefore may exist without 
negligence"]; People v. McCadden (1920) 48 Cal.App. 790, 792 f'A judgment supported on 
findings that such nuisance was conducted and maintained on the premises in question, 
regardless of the knowledge of the owner thereof, is sufficient. Such knowledge on the part of 
the owner... is unnecessary."].. This strict standard is because The object of the act is not to 

punish; its purpose is to effect a reformation of the property itself." (People v. Bayside Land 
Co. (1920) 48 Cal.App. 257, 261.). 
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V. 


FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION FOR NARCOTICS ABATEMENT 
[Health & Safety Code section 11570, etseq. 

Against Defendant BAKER and DOES 1 through 50] 

20. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 19 of this Complaint and 
makes them part of the First Cause of Action as though fully set forth herein. 

21. On a continuous and ongoing basis, from an exact date unknown, but at least 
since April 2006 until the present time, Defendants BAKER and DOES 1 through 50 have 
operated, maintained, permitted, and/or used the Property for the purpose of unlawfully 
selling, serving, storing, keeping, manufacturing and/or giving away controlled substances in 
violation of Health and Safety Code section 11570, et seq. 

22. The general reputation of the Property with law enforcement and with the 
surrounding community is that it is a location where methamphetamine and other controlled 
substances can be used, sold, stored, or found on an ongoing basis. It also has a reputation 
as a location where prostitutes, transients, probationers, and parolees can stay and come and 
go without any restrictions or impediments from Defendant BAKER. Based on the 
ownership’s failure to effectively manage the Property, combined with the occupants 1 ability 
and willingness to capitalize on this failure, the presence of narcotics activity remains a 
constant at this Property. 

23. Between April 5, 2006, and February 4, 2015, there were at least 43 narcotics 

arrests directly related to the Property. Specific examples of such activity include, but are not 
limited to, the following: 

(a.) On April 5, 2006, Los Angeles Police Department (“LAPD”) police officers were 

23 conducting surveillance of 5655 Lexington Avenue based on information they received that 

24 Richard Flores, a resident of the shed in the backyard at the time, was selling 

25 methamphetamine from the location. Officers observed Flores exit the location and walk 
towards a homeless encampment where methamphetamine was routinely sold. Officers 

27 recovered methamphetamine from Flores after he was stopped and searched by officers. 

28 Flores informed the officers that he had additional methamphetamine at 5655 Lexington 
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Avenue, however, when officers returned to 5655 Lexington Avenue to the shed where Flores 

resided they were unable to find any additional methamphetamine. Flores stated that the 
narcotics were stolen from him. 

(b.) On April 28, 2006, LAPD officers returned to 5655 Lexington Avenue to follow up 
on the previous arrest of April 5, 2006. Officers observed Flores walk out of his residence at 
5655 Lexington Avenue and walk towards the front sidewalk. Flores looked left and then right 
and then walked back to his house. Officers then observed Debbie Bennett walk toward the 
front door of Flores' residence. Officers recognized Bennett as having been arrested for 
methamphetamine in the past. Officers walked to the rear of 5655 Lexington Avenue towards 
Flores' residence, the shed. Flores was standing outside smoking a cigarette. Officers asked 
who was inside the residence and Flores directed them to Bennett. Bennett was found inside 
sitting on a bed. When directed to stand, officers observed a baggie with methamphetamine. 

A pipe was also recovered from a dresser to the right of Bennett. Bennett was arrested for 

Health and Safety Code section 11377 (a) Possession of Methamphetatmine (herein after 
“possession of methamphetamine”). 

(c.) On April 4, 2011, LAPD officers responded to a radio call asking for additional 


20 


21 


17 " UnitS at 5657 Lexin3,on Avenue ' The radio call stated that two suspects had pushed their way 

18 'I into the person reporting's house and may have assaulted a resident. The responding officers 

19 " f ° Und Jermaine McCraw in custod >' ^ another LAPD unit upon arrival. The officers conducted 
a pat down search of McCraw and asked for his identification. Officers recovered a passport 
with a small baggie containing methamphetamine. McCraw was arrested for possession of 

methamphetamine. Jodie Baber, a resident of the Property, was also detained and officers 
23 conducted want and warrant check revealing three (3) outstanding warrants for Baber. 
Officers recovered a methamphetamine pipe containing methamphetamine from Baber. When 
asked officers if the pipe was his, Baber affirmed it. Baber was arrested for possession of 
“ metbarn Phetamine. After booking Baber, officer also recovered a small baggie of 


27 

28 


methamphetamine from Baber’s left rear pants pocket. 


Ill 
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1 (d.) On October 4, 2011, LAPD officers received information that Lorenzo “Angie” 

Briones, known to stay or reside at the Property, was selling methamphetamine. Officers were 

3 given her cell phone and home address as 5655 Lexington Avenue. Officers called the cell 

4 phone and made arrangements to purchase narcotics from Briones. Briones later called using 
another cell phone number that was attributed to Brian Walton, another known resident of 

6 5655 Lexington Avenue. Briones and the officer made arrangements to meet. Other narcotics 

7 officers observed Briones leave 5655 Lexington Avenue followed shortly afterwards by Ricardo 
Ramirez. Briones met up with another woman, Tasha Parker. Officers approached and 

9 detained both Briones, Parker and Ramirez. As she was being detained, Briones dropped a 

10 baggie with methamphetamine. Another baggie with methamphetamine and a cell phone were 

11 subsequently recovered from Briones. Briones advised she was on parole and lived at the rear 

12 of 5655 Lexington Avenue. She was arrested for Health and Safety Code section 11379 

13 (Offering to Sell Methamphetamine). Ramirez and Parker both had outstanding warrants and 

14 were arrested. Officers conducted a parole search of 5655 1/2 Lexington Avenue. There, 

15 officers observed Brian Walton in possession of a syringe containing methamphetamine. 

16 Michael Wayne Pochop, another person present, advised the officers that he was on parole 

17 and probation and after a search of his person, methamphetamine was recovered from his 

18 wallet. Both Pochop and Walton were arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

19 (e.) On November 16, 2011, LAPD officers received information that a parolee at 

20 large, Brian Walton, known to stay or reside at the Property, was either at 5657 Lexington 

2 > Avenue or at 5657 JS Lexington Avenue in the residential unit above the garage. Officers had 

22 prior knowledge that Kyle Crawford and Brandon Curtis, known to reside at the Property, were 

23 on parole and that Jodie Baber, another resident, was on probation. All three had used the 

24 location as their address in prior arrests. Officers arrived at the location and observed Brian 

25 Walton exit 5657 Lexington Avenue. Walton ran from officers but was eventually detained. 

26 During the pursuit, Walton threw several plastic baggies onto the driveway containing 

27 methamphetamine. Walton was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

28 /// 
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1 (f.) On November 16, 2011, after LAPD officers detained Brian Walton, a parolee at 

2 large (see section above), officers returned to and approached 5657 J* Lexington Avenue. 

3 Officers asked who resided in the living quarter above the garage and a witness (Arturo 
Rosas) stated it was “Kyle’s house.” Rosas also stated that Kyle Crawford was in his bedroom 

5 with his girlfriend, Rebecca Reynolds. Officers found Crawford in a bedroom with Reynolds. 
Crawford claimed the living quarters as his and stated that he allowed everyone else to stay 

7 there but did not allow them in his bedroom. Officers recovered a baggie containing 

8 methamphetamine and a syringe with a residue of methamphetamine as well as a glass pipe 

9 with burn marks containing methamphetamine in the bedroom. Crawford was arrested for 

10 possession of methamphetamine. 

" (g.) On November 16, 2011, LAPD officers conducted a probation and parole 

12 compliance check on 5655 Lexington Avenue. Officers ordered the occupants out of the 

11 location, including Phillip Anthony Mahayes. Officers observed a small black drawstring 

14 backpack clutched in his hand and removed it from him. Officers recovered a broken glass 

15 pipe commonly used to smoke methamphetamine with a dark residue. Mahayes was arrested 

16 for Health and Safety section 11364 (possession of narcotics paraphernalia). 

17 (h.) On March 6, 2012, LAPD officers conducted a parole compliance search for 
i* Brian Walton who was residing in the residential unit at 5655 'A Lexington Avenue. Officers 

” knocked on ,he door a " d Brian Walton answered. Inside, officers discovered Kyie Crawford, 

20 known to reside at the Property, Pleasant Mutya Williams and Donovan Heath. Heath and 
2 ' Williams were discovered to have outstanding arrest warrants and were arrested. A search of 
22 Williams revealed a glass methamphetamine pipe in his jacket pocket. Officers observed that 
22 both Walton and Crawford were displaying symptoms of being under the influence of a central 
24 nervous system stimulant. Both were arrested for Health and Safety Code section 11550 (a), 

22 being under the influence of a narcotic. Richard Flores, known to reside at the Property, was 
24 found in shed in the backyard of 5655 Lexington Avenue. He consented to a search and 

27 officers recovered methamphetamine on a table next to the only bed. Flores admitted that 

28 /// 
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there was methamphetamine next to his bed and that he was a serious methamphetamine 
addict. Flores was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

(i.) On July 25, 2012, LAPD officers conducted a probation search on Kyle 
Crawford, who, at the time, reported 5657 Lexington Avenue as his residence. Officers arrived 
at 5657 Lexington Avenue and proceeded to the rear residential unit. Rebecca Reynolds, 
known to reside at the Property, and a witness were outside and Crawford was at the doorway 
of the residential unit. All were ordered to the ground. Three other people, including Jodie 
Baber and Richard Flores, known residents of the Property, were pulled out of the residential 
unit. Cupper Lee Smith and two other men were ordered out of the shed next to the residential 
unit. A search of the residential unit was conducted and officers recovered narcotics in a blue 
I nylon bag in a blue nylon bag with multiple hypodermic syringes, used packaging material to 
pack methamphetamine and heroin, and a red metal container with heroin. Crawford and 
Reynolds’ discussion about who should take the blame for the narcotics was overheard by the 
officers. Both were arrested for Health and Safety Code section 11350(A), Possession of 
Heroin (hereinafter “possession of heroin”). Smith was arrested for a misdemeanor warrant. 
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(j.) On September 19, 2012, LAPD officers conducted a probation compliance 
search of Jodie Baber's residence in the residential unit of 5657 V 2 Lexington Avenue. Officers 
| arrived and detained Celeste Crow and Baber. Baber spontaneously stated, “Everything is 
mine.” During the search of the location, officers recovered methamphetamine from inside a 
box located by Baber’s bed. Officers also recovered a small baggie containing 
methamphetamine from Crow’s front pocket. Both Crow and Baber were arrested for 


22 

23 

24 

25 


possession of methamphetamine. 

(k.) On October 11, 2012, LAPD officers observed a vehicle obstructing the public 
sidewalk in front of 5655 Lexington Avenue. Officers approached and observed Robert 
Matthews in the front passenger seat and Donovan Segey in the rear of the vehicle. Matthews 


26 

27 

28 


advised that he was on parole and Segey advised he was on probation. Officers then observed 
Kachatur Demirchyan walk through the driveway of 5655 Lexington Avenue and recognized 
him as being on probation. Demirchyan tossed a black pouch over the fence of the Property 


___13_ 

COMPLAINT FOR ABATEMENT AND INJUNCTION 



4 t i 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 


12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


into the yard east of 5655 Lexington Avenue. Demirchan was shortly thereafter detained and 
searched. The officers recovered the tossed black pouch and inside of it officers recovered 
several baggies of methamphetamine inside of two flashlights. Officers recovered $437.00 in 
miscellaneous denominations dropped by Demirchyan prior to being detained. Additional 
methamphetamine was recovered from inside a folded dollar bill. A cell phone was recovered 

6 on Demirchyan with text messages regarding the sale of methamphetamine. Demirchyan told 

7 officers that he had borrowed the vehicle a week earlier. A search of the vehicle recovered 

8 II marijuana as well as a scale. Demirchyan was arrested for Health and Safety Code Section 

9 | 11378 Possession of Methamphetamine for Sale. Officers conducted a search of Segay’s 

10 purse and discovered a baggie containing methamphetamine. Segey was arrested for 

11 || possession of methamphetamine. Officers then determined that Williams was considered a 
Parolee at Large,” and he was subsequently arrested. 

Officers ordered out the occupants from inside the residential unit of 5655 Lexington 
Avenue, where Jodie Baber was known to live. Jodie Baber (known to be on formal probation 
for narcotics violation) and Robert Panyagua came out of the location. Kyle Crawford and 
Rebecca Reynolds, known to reside at the Property, were found inside the bedroom once 
officers made entry. Crawford and Reynolds both stated that they were on formal probation for 
narcotics. Officers searched the location and found a black pouch containing two baggies of 
methamphetamine, one baggie of marijuana embedded with methamphetamine, heroin 
soaked cotton, a tin containing heroin, a baggie containing heroin, and a clear yellow baggie 
containing heroin directly beneath the only window to the structure. Officers had prior 
knowledge that Crawford abused methamphetamine and Reynolds abused heroin. Crawford 
was arrested for possession of methamphetamine and Reynolds for possession of heroin. 
Baber was arrested for being under the influence of methamphetamine. Panyagua was 
arrested for an outstanding warrant. 

(I.) On November 14, 2012, LAPD officers conducting a narcotics investigation in 
the area of 5655 Lexington Avenue observed Brett Lennox (known to then be on probation and 
an admitted methamphetamine addict) jumping over the locked gate to 5657 Lexington 
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1 Avenue. Two minutes later, Lennox jumped back over the gate and walked away. Officers 

2 stopped Lennox who then attempted to discard an item from his front pocket. Officers 

3 recovered a matchbook with a cardboard bindle inside containing methamphetamine from 
Lennox s hand. Officers also recovered a syringe containing methamphetamine from a 

5 sweater pocket. Lennox was arrested for possession of methamphetamine and narcotics 

6 paraphernalia. I 

7 ( m ) On November 26, 2012, LAPD officers were conducting a plain clothes 

8 investigation in the area of 5657 Lexington Avenue when they observed Richard Flores, known 

9 to reside on the Property, walking in the middle of the street. While the officers conducted a 

10 I pedestrian stop of Flores, Lorenzo “Angie” Briones was observed loitering in front of 5657 

11 Lexington Avenue. As officers conducted a parole check on Briones, Frank Cruz was 

12 observed walking down the driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue and then jumping over the 

13 chain link fence onto the sidewalk. As soon as he landed, officers asked about his parole 

14 status and Cruz admitted to being on probation for narcotics. Officers searched Cruz and 

15 recovered a green plastic baggie containing methamphetamine from his left front pocket. Cruz 

16 I was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. Officers were then approached by Jodie 

17 Baber who walked down the driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue, unlocked the gate and asked 

18 what was occurring. Officers recognize Baber as an admitted methamphetamine user and as 

19 being on active probation for narcotics-related offences. Upon unlocking the gate, Baber was 

20 detained and a search of his person resulted in the recovery of a green plastic bag containing 
I methamphetamine from his right front pocket. Baber was arrested for possession of 

22 methamphetamine. 

( n ) On March 16, 2013, LAPD officers were patrolling the area of Lexington Avenue 

24 and Wilton Place, an area well known as a high narcotics and prostitution location. Officers 

25 observed a male (later identified as Oscar Ayala) standing on the sidewalk in front of 5655 

26 Lexington Avenue. Ayala was holding a black purse and was quickly looking left to right. Upon 

27 seeing the officers, Ayala turned, dropped the purse, and walked away from the officers. The 

28 officers made contact with Ayala who stated he was in the area visiting a friend. Ayala 
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' I' admitted that the black purse was his and that he was on probation tor a narcotics offence. 
Officers asked Ayala for consent to search his purse and he provided it. Officers then 


10 


recovered a clear glass pipe containing methamphetamine. Ayala was arrested for possession 
of methamphetamine. 

(o.) On April 23, 2013, LAPD patrol officers conducting extra patrol in the area of 
exington Avenue between Wilton Place and Saint Andrews Place (the cross streets adjacent 


to the Property) observed a vehicle parked in front of 5655 Lexington Avenue with four 
occupants. Upon observing the police, three of the four occupants exited the vehicle. Officers 
recognized two of the occupants as being on felony probation and as known narcotics users 


and transgender prostitutes. The remaining occupant, Corey Thomas, was asleep in the rear 
11 Hof the vehicle and officers recognized him as a narcotics user, and self-admitted gang member 
' 2 " °f 8 9 an 9 known as S'lverlake 13. Officers also had knowledge that Thomas was on felony 


13 

14 

15 

16 


probation for burglary. Thomas exited the vehicle and officers searched him. Officers 
recovered a plastic baggie containing methamphetamine inside Thomas’ left front pants pocket| 
and he was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

(p.) On May 23, 2013, plain clothes LAPD officers assigned to the Parole 


17 ' Compliance Unit were patrolling the area around 5655 Lexington Avenue due to the narcotics 
'* I activity stemming from the Property. They observed a male, transgendered person (later 

19 II identified as Tawhan Belcher) standing in front of 5655 Lexington Avenue. Belcher informed 

20 II officers that he was waiting for a friend to bring a sweater. Belcher stated he thought he was 


21 


22 


23 


on probation. Officers conducted a want and warrant check and found that Belcher had a 
misdemeanor warrant for prostitution. Officers recovered a balled up piece of paper in 
Belcher’s bag containing methamphetamine and another plastic bindle containing rock 


24 11 cocaine. Belcher was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

25 11 (q.) On July 5, 2013, LAPD officers conducted a plainclothes investigation at 638 N. 


26 

27 

28 


I Serrano Avenue in the City of Los Angeles, to investigate information they received that 
| suspect, Roy Torres, was involved in sales of narcotics from the location. Officers observed 
Torres, Blanca Paz, and an unknown female exit 638 N. Serrano Avenue and enter a vehicle. 
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' II They observed Torres drive the vehicle to 5655 Lexington Avenue. There the unknown female 

2 II exited the vehicle and jumped over the fence. Torres turned the car around and was then 

3 II stopped by officers who knew that Torres’ driving privileges were suspended. Torres was 
detained and officers recovered his cell phone from the driver’s seat. The cell phone contained 
several text messages received from various sources requesting various amounts of narcotics. 
Officers arrested Torres for loitering with the intent to purchase/sell/use narcotics based on 
their observation of Torres driving to a known narcotics location (the Property) with a known 

8 narcotics suspect, Paz, who was arrested for an outstanding felony narcotic warrant. 

9 (r.) On August 5, 2013, LAPD was patrolling the rear of 5655 Lexington Avenue 

10 upon the request of Property resident Brian Walton who at the time lived in the single family 

11 residence at 5655 Lexington Avenue. Walton provided one of the officers with a key to the 

12 front gate for easy access to the Property. Upon arriving, officers heard several male voices 
* 3 engaged in a conversation. Walton opened the door and asked the officers to remove several 

14 males (later identified as Deshaun Lawrence, Anthony Hicks, Alexis Whittaker) from the house. 

15 Lawrence, Hicks, and Whitaker were ordered outside. Officers located Justin Dixon hiding in a 

16 bedroom holding a backpack. Dixon stated that he was on probation in Oklahoma for 

17 narcotics. Dixon provided a false name and date of birth to the officers. An officer searched 

18 the backpack and recover a zip lock bag containing methamphetamine, a zip-lock bag with an 
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oxycodone pill, and a glass pipe with methamphetamine residue. Dixon was arres 
possession of methamphetamine. 

(s.) On September 26, 2013, LAPD officers patrolling 5655 Lexington Avenue for 
transient loitering and narcotics activity observed a male (later identified as Frankie Cruz) 
standing to the rear of the Property. Upon observing the officers, Cruz tried to step behind a 
vehicle. Officers exited their vehicle, approached Cruz and detained him for possibly 
trespassing. Prior to conducting a pat down for weapons, an officer asked Cruz if he had 
anything on him and Cruz admitted to having methamphetamine. The officer recovered a little 
brown paper package from Cruz’s left front pocket containing methamphetamine. Cruz was 
arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 
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(t.) On November 1, 2013, LAPD officers conducted extra patrol to the rear house 
located at 5655 Lexington Avenue. Jodie Baber was known by officers as the occupant of the 
garage residential unit. Baber was also known at the time as being on formal probation for 
possession of narcotics and as a methamphetamine addict. An officer approached Baber and 
^ 11 asked if everything was alright. Baber told the officers that a male (identified later as Deshawn 
6 'I Lawrence) had been inside using methamphetamine since the past night and would not leave. 
Officers detained Lawrence who showed symptoms consistent with being a methamphetamine 

8 I user. Lawrence admitted that he was parole for burglary and that he was a methamphetamine 

9 II user. Officers confirmed Lawrence’s parole status and conducted a search of his person. 

10 II Lawrence informed officers that he may have a bag of methamphetamine in his jacket. Officersj 

11 II recovered a bag of methamphetamine from his front jacket pocket and arrested Lawrence for 


12 

13 


possession of methamphetamine. 

(u.) On January 4, 2014, LAPD officers arrived as back up to another police unit at 

14 I 5655 Lexington Avenue in response to a call about a naked male on the Property who was 

15 possibly under the influence of narcotics. A man, with his family, reported seeing the naked 

16 man (later identified as Joseph Capistrano) run into the back of 5655 Lexington Avenue. Both 

17 police units walked into the back of the residence and were met by Richard Watson who 

18 advised them that Capistrano was “high” and could be found in the attic space of the rear 

19 residence. Officers were able to get Capistrano to come down and noted that he displayed 

20 symptoms of being under the influence of methamphetamine. Officers arrested Capistrano for 

21 being under the influence of methamphetamine. 


22 

23 


26 


(v.) On January 8, 2014, LAPD police officers were providing extra patrol to 5655 !4 
Lexington Avenue upon Jodie Baber’s request that officers provide patrol to this area due to 

24 II narcotics activity and trespassing in the location. Baber resided in the residential unit of 5655 

25 'I y 2 Lexington Avenue. Officers approached it and heard shouting inside. Baber told officers 
that two males, later identified as Arnold Bivens and Francisco Hernandez, refused to leave. 

27 I Baber requested assistance in getting them out. Officers recognized Bivens from previous 
narcotics arrests and as a well-known transgender prostitute. Hernandez demonstrated 
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I symptoms consistent with narcotics use and admitted to having just used methamphetamine. 
Bivens also demonstrated symptoms consistent with narcotics use and admitted to having 
swallowed methamphetamine an hour earlier. Both Bivens and Hernandez were arrested for 
being under the influence. Baber declined a private persons arrest for trespassing. 

(w.) On January 21, 2014, LAPD police officers were conducting a plain-clothes 
narcotics operation when they observed a vehicle with expired registration tabs parked in the 
Iriveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue. Officers confirmed the tags were expired and noted that 
he owner of the vehicle, Albert Gaytan, had a suspended or revoked license. The officers 
>bserved Gaytan approach the vehicle and stand near the rear of it. Joseph Scorza 
ipproached on bicycle holding an air compressor. Scorza dismounted his bike and appeared 
d engage in conversation with Gaytan as he placed the compressor on the ground. After a few 
linutes, Scorza placed the compressor in Gaytan’s truck. Gaytan then left the location in the 
ehicle while Scorza followed on foot. Officers pulled over Gaytan for operating the vehicle 
ith expired tags and arrested him for driving with a suspended/revoked license. Scorza was 
retained pending an investigation of stolen property. Officers conducted an inventory search of 
16 Gaytan s vehicle and recovered the following: 1) Hide-A-Can containing two (2) clear plastic 
17 bags with a large amount of methamphetamine; 2) digital scale with methamphetamine 
18 residue; 3) a glass pipe with methamphetamine residue; 4) an iPad determined to be stolen; 

19 and 5) two additional cell phones. From Gaytan, officers recovered $68 and a cell phone. The 
20 cell phone contained several legal documents pertaining to various lawsuits and a rental 
2i agreement all belonging to a victim who did not know how Gaytan came to have copies of 
22 these documents on his person. Scorza said he brought the compressor to Gaytan because he 
23 knew Albert takes those kind of things.” Gaytan was arrested for Health and Safety Code 
24 section 11378 Possession of Methamphetamine for Sales (hereinafter “possession of 
25 methamphetamine for sales.”) 

( x -) On April 12, 2014, LAPD police officers were providing extra patrol to the 
27 location of 5655 Lexington Avenue due to the location’s reputation for narcotics activity. Both 
28 officers observed Antwan Brewer standing across the street from 5655 Lexington Avenue. 
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1 They conducted a consensual encounter with Brewer and asked to speak to him. Brewer 
stated that he I id just came from his friend’s house. Brewer admits he was on probation for 
narcotics. Officers conducted a search and recovered a small baggie containing 

4 methamphetamine inside a box of cigarettes. Brewer was arrested for possession of 

5 methamphetamine. 

I 6 (y.) On July 2, 2014, LAPD police officers providing extra patrol in the area of 5655 

Lexington Avenue observed two males sitting on the front porch of 5655 Lexington Avenue. At 
the time, 5655 Lexington Avenue was surrounded by a fence with a posted sign reading j 
“Private Property - No Trespassing.” An officer asked if the men, later identified as Azarias 
Castillo and Allen Hicks, had permission to be on the Property and both stated they did not. 
Both were detained for a trespassing investigation. While detained, Castillo admitted he had a 
warrant for his arrest and was subsequently arrested. A search of his person revealed a small 

olded paper from his front right pants containing methamphetamine. He was then rearrested 
or possession of methamphetamine. 

(z.) On October 1, 2014, LAPD police officers conducting a plain-clothes narcotics 
ivestigation in the area of Lexington Avenue and Western Avenue observed Brandon 
ohnson walking eastbound on Lexington Avenue. Per the officers’ observations, Johnson 
ppeared to be under the influence of a central nervous stimulant. The officers conducted a 
edestrian stop on Johnson who began to shake uncontrollably. When asked why he was 
20 nervous, Johnson admitted to having methamphetamine in his pants. An officer recovered two 
21 (2) three-inch glass pipes with bulbous ends containing methamphetamine and a plastic 

22 baggie containing methamphetamine. Johnson was arrested for possession of 
23 methamphetamine. 

24 (aa.) On November 29, 2014, LAPD police officers were conducting a plain-clothes 

23 narcotics investigation in the area of 5657 Lexington Avenue when they observed James 
26 Teeple approaching the gate at 5657 Lexington Avenue. The officers recognized him as an 
27 admitted methamphetamine user and knew that he was on active formal probation for 
narcotics. Teeple removed the chain from the gate and was attempting to enter when the 
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1 1 officers approached him and identified themselves. The officers conducted a probation search 

2 11 of Teeple and recovered a clear plastic baggie containing methamphetamine. Teeple was 

3 11 arrested for a warrant and officers requested an additional filing for possession of 

4 1 1 methamphetamine. 

(bb.) On December 23, 2014, LAPD patrol officers driving eastbound on Lexington 


Avenue from Wilton Place observed John Rivera standing in front of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 
Upon observing the officers, Rivera began to pace back and forth in front of the location. The 
officers pulled over in order to speak to Rivera and asked his name. The reporting officers 
recognized Rivera from prior contacts. Rivera stated he was waiting for “Scott” to open the 
gate. Rivera told the officers that he was on probation. Officers conducted a probation 
compliance check due to 5655 Lexington Avenue being a known location for criminal activity 
and because Rivera stated he was on probation. Officers recovered a clear plastic baggie 
containing methamphetamine from Rivera’s left front pocket. Another similar baggie with 
methamphetamine was recovered from his right front pocket. Officers recovered two cell 
phones and a total of nine empty clear plastic baggies. Lastly, officers recover $129.00 in U S. 
currency in different denominations from Rivera. From Rivera’s backpack, officers recovered a 
black digital scale with a trace amount of methamphetamine on the scale face. A glass pipe 
with methamphetamine was also recovered from the backpack along with an Ipad that officers 
noted was new and disabled according to its screen. During the investigation, Rivera’s phone 
received numerous phone calls. Rivera gave the officers consent to search his phone and 
officers read a message from “Scott” asking for “a ball” (street vernacular commonly referring 
o a quant,t y of narc °tics). Rivera was arrested for possession of methamphetamine for sales 
(cc.) On January 12,2015, LAPD patrol officers conducting an extra patrol in the area 

of 5655 Lexington Avenue observed a vehicle without plates parked in front of 5655 Lexington 
Avenue with its hazard lights flashing. Officers observed two (2) occupants in the vehicle and 
initiated a traffic stop for the license plate violation. The driver (later identified as Cesar Flores) 
did not have a driver’s license. He was ordered out of the vehicle and arrested for Vehicle Code 
section 12500 (Drivers’ License Never Issued). The other occupant (later identified as Sigmund 
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Johns) was also ordered of the vehicle. Officers determined that he was on probation for a 
narcotics violation and under search conditions. Inside the vehicle by the passenger side 
floorboard, officers observed a briefcase from which they recovered a baggie with large chunks 
of methamphetamine inside a small zippered pouch and a digital scale. A search of Flores' 
5 person was conducted and a small clear plastic bindle containing methamphetamine was 
recovered from his pocket. A plastic straw with a useable amount of methamphetamine 

’ Wa$ reC ° Vered fr0m a flashli 9M in Flores' left front pocket. Officer's then searched Johns 
* and recovered two baggies of different quantities of methamphetamine. Flores told the 
officers that he Johns went to Hollywood Boulevard and Western Avenue to buy 
“ me,ham P ha,amina that Johns made the purchase and given him a small amount. Johns 
'' admitted the but told officers he planned on using all of the narcotics himself. Officers 

arrested both Flores and Johns for Health and Safety Code section 11379(a) Transportation ol 

13 a Controlled Substance for Sale. 

14 (dd.) February 4, 2015, LAPD patrol officers patrolling the area of 5655 Lexington 
Avenue for activity the Property observed three males at the gate of the driveway to 5655 
Lexington Avenue. Officers also observed a sign posted on the 5655 Residence reading, “No 
trespassing or to jail." One unknown individual immediately fled to the rear of the residence. 
One male stood Inside the gate, and Darrylvon Segey stood outside the gate on the sidewalk. 

19 S ® 9ey Claimed that he lived on the Pr °P ert y «ith "Bryan." Officers ran a want and warrant check 
” ° n S69ey reSU " in9 in three landing misdemeanor warrants and as a result he was arrested 

” The ° fficers Were unabte ,0 de,ain ,he mate '-"Side the gate, and another male who came oul 
from the rear and claimed he was visiting "Jodi" despite being on probation because no one 

23 inSWe <he Pr0perty W0Uld open the 9 ate - Officers inventoried Segey's purse and located a 
syringe with methamphetamine. Segey was arrested for possession of methamphetamine. 

25 24. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants BAKER 

and DOES through 50, are responsible for conducting, maintaining, and/or directly or 

” indireCtly permittin 9 ,he nuisance 'hat currently, exists at the Property. The Property was 
used, and is being used, from an exact date unknown but at least since April 2006, and 
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ongoing to the present time, for the purposes of unlawfully selling, serving, storing, keeping, 
manufacturing and/or giving away controlled substances. 

25. Defendants BAKER and DOES 1 through 50, and each of them, are the owners, 

4 11 operators, lessors, lessees, of the fixtures and appurtenances contained within the Property 

5 11 and said fixtures and appurtenances were used, and are presently being used directly or 
indirectly by Defendants BAKER and DOES 1 through 50 in conducting, maintaining and/or 

7 11 permitting the use of the Property, including its grounds, buildings and premises, for narcotics 

8 activity. 

26. Unless Defendants BAKER and DOES 1 through 50 are restrained by the order 
of the Court, they will continue to use, occupy and maintain, and to aid and abet the use, 
occupation, and maintenance of the Property, together with the fixtures and moveable 
property located therein, for the purposes herein complained of, and they will continue to 
allow, conduct, maintain, permit and encourage the maintenance and continuance of said 

nuisance on the Property to the irreparable damage of the Plaintiff and in violation of 
California law. 

27. Plaintiff has no plain, speedy, or adequate remedy at law, and injunctive relief is 
expressly authorized in sections 11570-11587 of the California Health and Safety Code. 

VI. SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION FOR PUBLIC NUISANCE 
[Civil Code section 3479, et seq. 

Against All Defendants and DOES 1 through 50] 

28. Plaintiff incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 27 of this Complaint and 
makes them part of the Second Cause of Action as though fully set out herein. 

29. On a continuous and ongoing basis, from an exact date unknown, but at least 
since May 2003 until the present time, Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50 have 
operated, maintained, permitted, used and/or permitted to be occupied the Property in such a 
manner as to constitute a public nuisance in violation of Civil Code sections 3479 and 3480. 

Said public nuisance, described herein, is injurious to health, indecent or offensive to the 
senses and/or an obstruction to the free use of property, so as to substantially and 


unreasonably interfere with the comfortable enjoyment of life or property by those persons 
living in the surrounding community. The general reputation of the Property with law 
enforcement and the surrounding community is that it is not only a location where narcotics 
are used, sold, stored, or found on an ongoing basis as described above, but also as a place 

5 H where prostitutes, transients, probationers and parolees can come and go without any 

6 II restrictions or impediments from Defendant BAKER. Based on the ownership's failure to 

7 II effectively manage the Property, combined with the occupants' ability and willingness to 

* " Capitalize ° n ,his failure ' ,he P resence °f nuisance activity remains a constant at and around 
this Property. 

30. Between May 4, 2003 and January 22, 2015, there were 32 nuisance-related 
arrests directly related to the Property. Specific examples of such activity include but are not 
limited to the following which are not elsewhere listed in this Complaint: 

(a.) On May 4, 2003, officers responded to 5657 Lexington Avenue and were 
11 " informed ,hat Pa,rick Ward Mor 9 an ' a resident, had pepper sprayed and punched Fernando 
” " Fonseca after Fonseca refused to leave. Fonseca, himself, swung a pen at Morgan. Officers 


16 

17 

18 
19 


23 


26 


observed a half inch laceration on Morgan, however, Morgan refused a battery report on 
Fonseca. 

(b.) On May 21, 2004, officers received a radio call of a “violent male with 
mental illness” threatening people with a metal rod at 5657 Lexington Avenue. Jimmie Hicks 


and David Baker advised the officers they were the owners of 5657 Lexington Avenue and that 

21 I' Morgan was a transient living in a van parked outside their residence. They stated that they 

22 » paid him to do chores around the Property. Both obseived Morgan outside yelling and striking 
the railing with a metal rod. He had threatened to kill both of them. Hicks exited the residence 

24 'I in an attempt to calm Morgan down, however, Morgan jabbed Hicks with the metal rod. 

2 5 II Officers arrested Morgan for Penal Code section 245(A)(1) - Assault with a Deadly Weapon. 


(c.) 


On June 14, 2009, officers responded to call of a domestic violence 


27 l| restraining order violation at 5657 Lexington Avenue. Officers arrived and took Damien Smith 

28 l| into custody without incident. The victim reported that Smith had arrived at the location to 
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I retrieve a pair of shoes. The victim allowed Smith to enter the location to retrieve the shoes. 
Smith then left with the shoes, but returned moments later and entered the location through an 
unlocked door. Smith grabbed the victim and pulled the victim towards the front door. Smith 
struck the victim several times until the victim finally gave in and followed Smith outside. The 
victim reported submitting to Smith in order to get Smith to stop striking him/her. Once outside, 
the victim ran back into the house, locked the door and called the police. Another witness 

(d.) Observed Smith demanding entry. Smith was arrested for Penal Code 
section 243(e)(1) - Domestic Battery. 

(e.) On September 5, 2009, officers respond to a radio call of a battery at 
5657 Lexington Avenue. At the scene, the officers encounter Natasha Ann Owens who stated 
hat she and Richard Flores had been having an ongoing dispute because Flores wanted 
Dwens to leave the premises. In the early morning, as they argued, Flores grabbed Owens 
- .rom behind, wrapped both arms around her and lifted her in the air in an attempt to carry her 

14 out of the Property. Owens struggled and was released. Flores was not at the scene when 
15 officers arrived. 

16 (f.) On July 17, 2010, officers received a radio call of a robbery investigation 

17 at 5657 Lexington Avenue. The victim reported that while at the Property he was syncing his 
18 Blackberry to his laptop when he was approached by a suspect who pulled out a knife and 

19 demanded his laptop. The Victim, in fear, gave the laptop to the suspect who then fled the 
20 location. No arrest was made. 

0n A P ril 12 > 2012 ’ Richard Flores walked into the LAPD Hollywood 
22 station and stated he wanted to report an attempted robbery at 5657 Lexington Avenue. He 
23 stated that he was inside his house when a suspect grabbed Flores’ bicycle on his way out of 
24 the house. When Flores attempted to grab the bicycle back, the suspect pulled out a bat and 

25 struck Flores’ hand. Flores was able to retain the bicycle and the suspect ran out of the 
26 location. 

(h.) On June 29, 2012, officers receive a radio call of an assault with a deadly 
28 weapon occurring at 5657 / 2 Lexington Avenue. Upon arriving, officers encountered Brian 
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Walton standing in the driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue bleeding profusely from an injury to 
the left side of his head. Walton stated that he was in his bedroom when two male suspects 
entered his room saying, -Where is my money?" One suspect struck Walton on the head with a 
metal tire iron several times while the second suspect kicked him. The two suspects stole a 
tattoo gun from Walton and left in an unknown direction. Jimmie Hicks was a witness to the 
entry and exit of the suspects. No arrests were made. 

(i.) On August 20, 2012, Kyle Crawford was located and arrested at 5657 
Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 
misdemeanor warrant. Crawford is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

(j.) On November 27, 2012, Evan Cross was located and arrested at 5655 
Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of 
Methamphetamine misdemeanor warrant. 

(k.) On September 19, 2012, Chris Allen Roberts was located and arrested at 
5657 Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 3455(A) flash hold for a probation 
revocation. 

(I.) On January 27, 2013, Chris Allen Roberts was located and arrested at 
5657 Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 3455(A) flash hold for a parole revocation. 

Roberts' residence is listed as 5657 Lexington Avenue. Roberts was previously arrested at the 
Property on September 19, 2012. 

(m.) On February 4, 2013, Jodie Baber was located and arrested at 5655 
Lexington Avenue on a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 
felony warrant. Baber is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

(n.) On April 17, 2013, Tiffany Marie Flores was located and arrested at 5655 
Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 3056 parole violation. 

(o.) On June 28, 2013, Chance McGuire was located and arrested at 5655 
Lexington Avenue for Penal Code section 3056 parole violation. 

(p.) On July 16, 2013, Evan Cross was located and arrested at 5657 
Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 
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felony warrant. Cross was previously arrested at 5655 Lexington Avenue on November 27, 


2013. 


(q.) On August 6, 2013, Jodie Baber was located and arrested at 5657 


4 11 Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 

5 1 f felony warrant. Baber is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

(r.) On October 6, 2013, Gerardo Reyes was located and arrested at 5655 


I Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 3056 parole violation. 


8 

9 

10 


(s.) On October 13, 2013, Michael Alexander Hilbert was located and 
arrested at 5655 Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 853.7 warrant. 

(t.) On October 23, 2013, William Perry Heathcoe was located and arrested 

11 at 5657 Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 653.22(A) Prostitution misdemeanor 

12 warrant. 

13 " ) On Member 16, 2013, officers responded to 5655 Lexington Avenue 

14 after receiving a radio call of an assault with a deadly weapon at the residence. Upon arriving, 

15 officers detained Jerry “Jazmine” Young, described in the radio call comments as the suspect. 

16 0fficers intervi 'ewed Young as well as David Baker, Richard David Flores, and Jimmie Hicks. 

17 11 Per Young, she had arrived at the location to visit “Jody” but was advised that she was no 

18 11 longer welcome. An altercation occurred as she was being escorted to the gate which was 

19 II locked when Hicks and Flores pushed Young because she would not jump over the fence. 

20 Young’s purse was grabbed and thrown to the ground and its contents spilled. Young advised 

21 that she grabbed a pair of scissors from her purse to protect herself from Hicks and Flores whol 

22 each had a metal pole and a crow bar. Hicks, Flores, and Baker all reported that Young was 

23 angry at being asked to leave. Flores and Hicks both reported picking up the crowbar and 

24 metal pole respectively only after Young had grabbed her scissors. Baker admitted the front 

25 gate was locked and that they told Young to jump over the gate the same way she came in to 

26 the Property. Officers determined that a battery and several brandishing incidents had 

27 occurred. No arrests were made, however, as all parties refused to sign a private person arresj 
for either battery or brandishing. 
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1 11 (V.) On December 18, 2013, Officers were flagged down on Santa Monica 

2 II Boulevard and Wilton Avenue by the victim, Brian Wilton, who stated that he was at 5655 

3 II Lexington Avenue asking people to leave the location, when he observed one of the people hej 

4 II had asked to leave climb over the fence into his residence and take a Polaroid tablet which 

5 II was in plain view on Walton’s porch. Walton noticed the suspect take the tablet and yelled at 

6 II him to stop, however the suspect climbed over the fence and fled on foot. Walton gave chase 

7 II but lost the suspect. 

(w.) On January 22, 2014, Gregory Coffey was located and arrested at 5655 
9 II Lexington Avenue for a Penal Code section 3455 parole violation 

(x.) On February 12, 2014, Jodie Baber was located and arrested at 5655 
Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 
12 II felony warrant. Baber is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

(y.) On February 25, 2014, officers accompanied Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health inspectors to visit 5655 Lexington Avenue. Officers noted that 
David Baker was the owner of the Property and assisted him previously in ordering squatters 
off of his Property. Officers conducted a search of the Property and discovered Jerry Young in 
a crawlspace. Young was arrested under a private person arrest signed by Baker for 
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20 


21 I felony warrant. Baber is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

22 ^ ( aa -1 0n Ju, y 3 ®> 2014, officers received a radio call regarding an assault with a| 
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28 


trespassing. 

(z ) 0° July 3, 2014, officers located and arrested Jodie Baber at 5655 

Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Possession of Narcotics 


deadly weapon at 5657 Lexington Avenue. Officers met the victim, who reported that suspect, 
Keith Martin, was arguing with the victim over $300 in lost narcotics. The victim reported that 
he was unaware of the lost narcotics. Martin sprayed the victim with what the victim believed to| 
be lighter fluid and threatened to burn him. Martin lit the victim’s arm on fire, but the victim ran 
outside, dropped and rolled and was able to put out the fire. Officers did not observe any burn 
marks on the victim. No arrest was made. 
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(bb.) On August 14, 2014, officers located and arrested Brian Walton at 5655 

2 H Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11377(A) Posession of Narcotics 

3 II felony warrant. Brian Walton is a known resident of 5655 Lexington Avenue. 

(cc.) On August 26, 2014, officers located and arrested Dominique Anthony 
Williams for a Penal Code section 3000.08 (Post-Release Community Supervision) parole 
revocation hold. 
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(dd.) On September 4, 2014, officers located and arrested Jack Hagopian at 
5655 Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11550(A) (under the influence of 
narcotics) for a misdemeanor warrant. 

(ee.) On December 17, 2014, patrol officers receive a radio call regarding an 
assault with a deadly weapon suspect at 5655 Lexington Avenue. Upon arriving the officers 
found Jerry Young and De’Angelo Preston exiting the garage (rear unit) and walking towards 
the front of the Property. Jodie Baber, Jose Lizarraga, and Kelly Shelton were in the garage. 
Officers determined that Shelton had made the original call to police claiming that she had 
been assaulted with a golf club by Jerry Young who was angry that his water bottle was 
missing. Shelton stated that Young struck her with the golf club twice on the left ankle resulting 

17 1 in swelling and pain. Young stated that he and Shelton argued and Shelton armed herself with 

18 II a screwdriver and thrust it at Young’s stomach. Young showed the officers a hole in his shirt 
and the reporting officer saw a small red scratch behind the hole in the shirt. Additional 
witnesses confirmed the verbal argument. Officers recovered both the screwdriver and the golf 
club. Both Young and Shelton were arrested for Penal Code section 245(a)(1) (Assault with a 


Deadly Weapon without a Gun). 

(ff.) On January 12, 2015, Donovan Segey was located and arrested by 
officers at 5655 Lexington Avenue for a Health and Safety Code section 11550(A) (Under the 
Influence of a Controlled Substance) misdemeanor warrant. Segey had previously been 
arrested at the Property on October 11, 2012. 

(gg.) In the morning of January 22, 2015, LAPD officers observed a vehicle 
parked in the driveway of 5655 Lexington Avenue and determined that the vehicle had been 
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stolen in a carjacking earlier that morning. Officers later observed the vehicle pull out of the 
driveway of 5655 Lexington Avenue and pull into the driveway of 5657 Lexington Avenue. 
Approximately a half hour later, the vehicle pulled out of the driveway of 5657 Lexington 
Avenue and drove eastbound on Lexington Avenue away from the Property. Officers stopped 
the vehicle and detained Brian Walton and Rebecca Reynolds, both known to live in the shed 
at 5655 Lexington Avenue on the Property. While detained, Walton stated that he did not steal 
the car, but that “Angie” had taken the vehicle from a person who had taken Walton’s dog in 
order to trade the vehicle for the dog. Officers recognized “Angie” as the moniker of Lorenzo 
Briones, a transgendered man who was on active parole for taking a vehicle without the 
owner’s consent and who frequently lives and stays at the Property. Walton informed officers 
that Briones was currently in the shed at the rear of 5655 Lexington Avenue. Officers 
conducted a parole search of the shed and detained Briones. Once the victim of the carjacking 
identified Briones as one of the people involved in taking the vehicle, Briones was arrested for 
Penal Code section 215 (Carjacking) and a parole hold. 

31. Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, have known or should have known 
about the existence of the public nuisance complained of at the Property and have failed to 
abate the nuisance. 

32. Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, in owning, conducting, 
maintaining, and/or permitting the use of the Property as a public nuisance, have engaged in 
wrongful conduct and caused a serious threat to the general health, safety and welfare of the 
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persons in the area surrounding the Property. 

33. Unless Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, are restrained and 
enjoined by order of this Court, they will continue to use, occupy and maintain, and to aid and 
abet the use, occupation, and maintenance of the Property, together with the fixtures and 
appurtenances located therein, for the purpose complained of herein, to the great and 
irreparable damage of Plaintiff and in violation of California law. 

Ill 

III 
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PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF PRAYS THAT THIS COURT ORDER, ADJUDGE AND 
DECREE AS FOLLOWS: 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION (NARCOTICS NUISANCE) 

AS TO DEFENDANT DAVID LESTER BAKER and DOES 1 through 50: 

1. That Defendant BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, and the Property, including all 
buildings and structures therein, be declared a nuisance in violation of Health and Safety Code 
section 11570, et seq. 

2. That the Property, together with the fixtures and moveable property therein and 
hereon, constitutes a public nuisance and be permanently abated as such in accordance with 
section 11581 of the California Health and Safety Code. 

3. That Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50 and their agents, officers, 
employees and anyone acting on their behalf, and their heirs and assignees, be preliminarily 
and perpetually enjoined from operating, conducting, using, occupying, or in any way 
permitting the use of the Property as a public nuisance. Such orders should include, but not be 
limited to physical, managerial, and remedial improvements to the Property, stay-away orders 
for person who have contributed to the nuisance at the Property, and any such other orders as 
are appropriate to remedy the nuisance on the Property and enhance the abatement process 
in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 11573.5. et seq. 

4. That the Court grant a preliminary injunction, permanent injunction, and order of 
abatement in accordance with Section 11570, et. seq., of the California Health and Safety 
Code, enjoining and restraining Defendants, DOES 1 through 50, and their agents, officers, 
employees and anyone acting on their behalf, from owning, maintaining, operating or 
occupying the Property for the purposes of unlawfully selling, serving, manufacturing, storing, 
keeping, or giving away controlled substances, and from permitting any unlawful selling, 

storing, serving, keeping, manufacturing, or giving away of controlled substances on the 
Property. 

Ill 
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5. That as part of the Judgment, an Order of Abatement be issued, and that the 
Property be closed for a period of one year, not to be used for any purpose, and be under the 
control and custody of this Court for said period of time, pursuant to Health and Safety Code 
section 11581(b)(1). Or, in the alternative, and only upon a judicial finding that closure is 
harmful to the community, that Defendants pay damages in an amount equal to the fair market 
rental value of the Property for one year to the City or County in whose jurisdiction the 
nuisance is located in accordance with Health and Safety Code section 11581 subdivision 
(c)(1). 

6. That the Court grant a preliminary and/or permanent injunction requiring any 

10 tenants or occupants to move out of the Property and be prohibited from returning to the 

11 Property, and be required to stay 1,000 feet away from the Property. 

7. That Defendants each, individually, be assessed a civil penalty in an amount not 
to exceed twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000.00). 

8. That all fixtures and moveable property used in conducting, maintaining, aiding or 
abetting the nuisance at the Property be removed by the LAPD and sold in the manner 
provided for the sale of chattels under execution. Said fixtures and property shall be 
inventoried and a list prepared and filed with the Court. 

9. That there shall be excepted from said sale, such property to which title is 
established in some third party not a defendant, nor agent, officer, employee or servant of any 
defendant in this proceeding. 

10. That the proceeds from said sale be deposited with this Court. The proceeds of 
:he sale of the movable property shall be applied as follows: First, to the fees and costs of the 
removal and sale; second, to the allowances and costs of closing and keeping closed the 
D roperty; third, to the payment of the Plaintiffs costs in the action; fourth, such other costs as 
:he Court may deem proper, and; fifth, the balance, if any, to the owner of the Property. 

11. If the proceeds of the sale do not fully discharge all such costs, fees, and 
allowances, the Property shall also be sold under execution, issued upon the order of the 
Court or judge, and the proceeds of such sale shall be applied in a like manner. Any excess 
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monies remaining after payment of approved costs shai, be deiivered to the owner of said 
Property. Ownership shall be established to the satisfaction of this Court. 

12. That Defendants, DOES 1 through 50, and any agents, trustees, officers 

, , ^ any ° nS aC,in9 ° n ** behalf ’ and their and assignees, be perpetually 

enjorned from transferring, conveying, or encumbering any portion of the Property, for 

consideration or otheiwise, without first obtaining the Court’s prior approval 

13. That Defendant BAKER, and DOES 1,hrough50.be ordered to immediate,y 

notify any transferees, purchasers, commercial lessees, or other successors in interest to the 

subject Property of the existence and application of any temporary restraining order 

preliminary injunction, or permanent injunction to all prospective transferees, purchasers 

commercia, lessees, or other successors in interest, before entering into any agreement io sell 

ease or transfer the Property, for consideration or otheiwise, a„ or any portion of the Property 
I that is the subject of this action. 

14. That BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, be ordered to immediately give a 

complete, legible copy of any temporaiy restraining order and preliminary and permanent 

[injunctions to al, prospective transferees, purchasers, lessees, or other successors in interest 
to the Property. 

15. ThatDefendant BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50, be ordered to immediately , 

request and procure signatures from all prosrw*i V o _ . I 

H ^—Vo ucuoicccs, purcnasers, lessees, or other 

'^ “'° ^ SUbje * P "^’ *** acknowledges his/her respective receipt 
of a complete, legible copy of any temporary restraining order, preliminaiy and permanent 

injunction, and deUver a copy of such acknowledgment to the Los Angeles Gift, Attorney's 
Office, cfo Deputy City Attorney R. Vanessa Alvarado or her designee. 

16. That Plaintiff recover the costs of this action, including law enforcement 

investigative costs and any fees, including attorneys’ fees, authorized by law, in an amount no, 
to exceed $1,000,000.00. 

17. That Plaintiff recover the amount of the filing fees and the amount of the fee for 
the service of process or notices which would have been paid bu, for Government Code 
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1 "section 6103.5, designating it as such not to exceed $500,000.00. The fees may, at the 

2 " Court’s discretion, include the amount of the fees for certifying and preparing transcripts. 
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18. That pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11575, this action has 
precedence over ail other actions, except criminal proceedings, election contests, hearings on 
injunctions, and actions to forfeit vehicles under the narcotics abatement statutes. 

19. That Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper. 

SECOND CAUSF fIF ACTION tPURLIC NHISAMr^ 

AS TO DEFENDANTS DAVID LESTER BAKER and DOES 1 through 50: 

1. That the Property, together with the fixtures and moveable property therein and 
thereon, be declared a public nuisance and be permanently abated as such in accordance with 

/■n• /> i .. _ 


Civil Code section 3491. 

2. That Defendants BAKER, and DOES 1 through 50 and their agents, officers, 
employees and anyone acting on their behalf, and their heirs and assignees, be preliminarily 
'5 "and perpetually enjoined from operating, conducting, using, occupying, or in any way 

“ " Permittin9 ' he USe ° ,,he 3 P ublic nuisa nce. Such orders should include, but not be 

limited to physical and managerial improvements to the Property, stay-away orders for person 

18 Wh ° h3Ve con,ributed toe nuisance at the Property, and such other orders as are 
” "appropriate to remedy the nuisance on the Property and enhance the abatement process. 

3. That the Court grant such costs as may occur in abating said nuisance at the 
21 11 Property and such other costs as the Court deems just and proper. 

at Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 
23 11 proper, including closure and/or demolition of the Property. 
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ALL CAUSES OF ACTION! 

AS TO DEFENDANTS DAVID LESTER BAKER and DOES 1 through 50: 

1. That Plaintiff recover the amount of the filing fees and the amount of the fee for 
service of process or notices which would have been paid but for Government Code 

section 6103.5, designating it as such not to exceed $50,000.00. The fees may, at the Court's 
discretion, include the amount of the fees for certifying and preparing transcripts. 

2. That Plaintiff be granted such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 
' proper. 


Dated: February 12, 2015 MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney 

I k I A Tl I A L ■- •- j J 


JONATHAN 



Deputy City Attorney 
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69 

621 



Hon. Barbara Scheper 

30 

400 

Hon. Suzanne G. Bruguera 

71 

729 



Hon. Samantha Jessner 

31 

407 

Hon. Ruth Ann Kwan 

72 

731 



Hon. Mary H. Strobel 

32 

406 

Hon. Rafael Ongkeko 

73 

733 



Hon. Michael P. Linfield 

34 

408 

Hon. Teresa Sanchez-Gordon 

74 

735 



Hon. Gregory Alarcon 

36 

410 






Hon. Marc Marmaro 

37 

413 






Hon. Maureen Duffy-Lewis 

38 

412 






Hon. Elizabeth Feffer 

39 

415 






Hon. Michelle R. Rosenblatt 

40 

414 





4 ; 

Hon. Holly E. Kendig 

42 

416 






Hon. Mel Red Recana 

45 

529 






Aon. Frederick C. Shaller 

4<K \ 

500 

Hon. Emilie H. Elias 

324 
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——---- 

Hon. Debre Katz Weintraub 

^47 / 
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*Provisionally Complex 
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Hon. Elizabeth Allen White 

48 

506 

Assignment is Pending 

Complex Determination 

324 

ccw 



Hon. Deirdre Hill 

49 

509 






Hon. John L. Segal 

50 

508 






All non- d as 1 ; action cases designated as provisionally complex are forwarded to the Supervising Judge of the Complex Litigation Program located in theCentral Civil 
West Courthouse (600 S. Commonwealth Ave., Los Angeles 90005), for complex/non-complex determination pursuant to Local Rule 3.3(k). This pr °^ ur ®'* f °' n the .. 
purpose of assessing whether or not the case is complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court rule 3.400. Depending on the outcome of that assessment, the 
case may be reassigned to one of the judges of the Complex Litigation Program or realigned randomly to a c °^^ Cen, ' a ' D ' S ^ R Executive nfficer/Clerk 
Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record onhEfl 73 2015^ Exerative Ottrcer/C e 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES 

following critical provisions of the Chapter Three Rules, as applicable in the Cenhal Districr, are —zed for your assonance. 

APPLICATION 

The Chapter Three Rules were effective January 1, 1994. They apply to all general civil cases. 

priority ovf.r other rules 

The Chapter Three Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent. 
rw AT .1 .F.NGF, TO ASSI GNED JUDGE 

A challenge under Code of Civil Procedure action 170.6 tnus. be made within IS days after notice of assig^nen, for all ptuposes to 
a judge, or if a party has not yet appeared, within 15 days of the fust appearance. 

TIME STANDARDS 

Cases assigned to the Individual Calendaring Court will be subject to processing under the following tune standards: 
COMPLAINTS: All complaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days of filing. 

filing date. 

trial date, and expert witnesses. 


FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE 


rillALl VL/ -- — 

The Court will require the parties at a status i^ut^dbpSUt^otions, requested jury instructions and 

motions in limine, bifurcation motions, staternents °f ^r evidentmry , P^ ^ ^ conference . At least 5 days 

special jury instructions and special jiy verdict* The se maters ^ J. h and have submitted to the court a brief 

SANCTIONS 

s Sri!s ssz&s srstEKE *« 

appropriate on counsel for the party. 

Lair’Sunder' Su'STbSJ 
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is absolutely imperative. 
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VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS 



Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 


LAC BA 


Los Angeles County 
Bar Association 
Litigation Section 

Los Angeles County 
Bar Association Labor and 
Employment Law Section 




si 

Consumer Attorneys 
Association of Los Angeles 



Southern California 
Defense Counsel 




Association of 
Business Trial Lawyers 


The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery 
Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are 
[ voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The pa ties 
may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations, 

| however, they may not alter the stipulations as written, 

| because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application. 
[These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation 
between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a 
manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial 

efficiency. 

The following organizations endorse the go, 

| promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel 
consider using these stipulations as a voluntary wa t 
j promote communications and procedures among counsel 
| and with the court to fairly resolve issues in their cases. 

#Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section# 

♦ Los Angeles County Bar Association 
Labor and Employment Law Section# 

♦Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles# 



California Employment 
Lawyers Association 


♦Southern California Defense Counsel# 
♦Association of Business Trial Lawyers# 
♦California Employment Lawyers Association# 
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: 

STATE BAR NUMBER 

Rt*$erv«d for Clerk's File Stamp 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX N0 - (OP tiona 0 : 

E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional); 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name): --—:-— 

StipFRIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, OUUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFF: 


DEFENDANT: 


STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 

CASE NUMBER; 


This stipulation is intended to provide a fast and informal resolution of discovery issues 
through limited paperwork and an informal conference with the Court to aid in tne 
resolution of the issues. 


The parties agree that: 

1 Prior to the discovery cut-off in this action, no discovery motion shall be filed dr heard unless 
the moving party first makes a written request for an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant 
to the terms of this stipulation. 


2 At the Informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties 
and determine whether it can be resolved informally. Nothing set forth herein will preclude a 
party from making a record at the conclusion of an Informal Discovery Conference, her 

orally or in writing. 


3. Following a reasonable and good faith attempt at an informal resolution of each issue to be 
presented, a party may request an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following 

procedures: 


a. The party requesting the Informal Discovery Conference will: 

i. File a Request for Informal Discovery Conference with the clerk’s office on the 
approved form (copy attached) and deliver a courtesy, conformed copy to e 
assigned department; 

ii. Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and 


iii. Serve the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service 
that ensures that the opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing. 


b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must: 


i. Also be filed on the approved form (copy attached); 

ii. Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied, 
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SHORT TITLE: 


CASE NUMBER: 


iii. Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request; and 

iv Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed upon 
method of service that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no 
later than the next court day following the filing. 


c. No other pleadings, including but not limited to exhibits, declarations, or attachments, will 
be accepted. 

d. If the Court has not granted or denied the Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
within ten (10) days following the filing of the Request, then it shall be deemed to have 
been denied. If the Court acts on the Request, the parties will be notified whether the 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference has been granted or denied and, if granted, 
the date and time of the Informal Discovery Conference, which must be within twenty (20) 
days of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference. 

e. If the conference is not held within twenty (20) days of the filing of the Request for 
Informal Discovery Conference, unless extended by agreement of the parties and the 
Court, then the Request for the Informal Discovery Conference shall be deemed to have 
been denied at that time. 


4. If (a) the Court has denied a conference or (b) one of the time deadlines above has expired 
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference is concluded without 
resolving the dispute, then a party may file a discovery motion to address unresolved issues. 


5 The parties hereby further agree that the time for making a motion to compel or other 
discovery motion is tolled from the date of filing of the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference until (a) the request is denied or deemed denied or (b) twenty (20) days after the 
filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference, whichever is earlier, unless extended 

by Order of the Court. 


It is the understanding and intent of the parties that this stipulation shall, for each discovery 
dispute to which it applies, constitute a writing memorializing a “specific later date to which 
the propounding [or demanding or requesting] party and the responding party have agreed in 
writing,” within the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030.300(c), 2031.320(c), and 
2033.290(c). 


6. Nothing herein will preclude any party from applying ex parte for appropriate relief, including 
an order shortening time for a motion to be heard concerning discovery. 

7. Any party may terminate this stipulation by giving twenty-one (21) days notice of intent to 
terminate the stipulation. 


8. References to “days” mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 
any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day. 
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SHORT TITLE; 


CASE NUMBER: 


The following parties stipulate: 


Date: 


Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 


(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 


> 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

> 

(ATTORNEY FOR_ _ _ ) 

(ATTORNEY FOR T 

(ATTORNEY FOR ) 
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name AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER 

Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp 

AAi^r mi ilinCD- 

TELEPHONE NO.: FA* NO- (Optional): 

E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name):___ ___ ._— 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFF: 

DEFENDANT: 

STIPULATION - EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING 

CASE NUMBER. 


This stipulation is intended to encourage cooperation among the parties at an early stage in 
the litigation and to assist the parties in efficient case resolution. 


The parties agree that: 

1 The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via 

videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider 

whether there can be agreement on the following : 

a. Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by 
amendment as of right, or if the Court would allow leave to amend, coul an amended 
complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If so, the parties 
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot 
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or 
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of 
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings? 

b. Initial mutual exchanges of documents at the “core” of the litigation. (For example, in an 
employment case, the employment records, personnel file and documents relating to the 
conduct in question could be considered “core.” In a personal injury case, an incident or 
police report, medical records, and repair or maintenance records could be considered 

“core.”); 

c. Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses; 

d. Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to 
indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy a judgment; 

e. Exchange of any other information that might be helpful to facilitate understanding, handling, 
or resolution of the case in a manner that preserves objections or privileges by agreement; 

f. Controlling issues of law that, if resolved early, will promote efficiency and economy in other 
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Court; 

q. Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or 
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful, 
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as 
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